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ABSTRACT
 
This positivist research project explored the question:
 
Do foster children develop secure or insecure attachments to
 
their foster parents? The subjects included the foster
 
parents of 42 foster children; both boys and girls living in
 
their current placements for at least one month, and ranging
 
in ages from 3 - 12 years. To measure the foster children's
 
level of attachment to their foster parents, the foster
 
parents completed a demographic survey as well as the
 
Parent/Child Reunion Inventory (Marcus, 1988). To analyze
 
the data, descriptive statistics, a correlation matrix and a
 
t-test were computed. Results indicated that the foster
 
children developed secure attachments to their foster
 
parents. The variables which seemed to effect attachment
 
included: the number of placements the foster child has had,
 
whether or not the foster child has visitation with their
 
natural family, the time the foster child has been in the
 
current foster home, and the foster child's age. Knowing
 
whether foster children develop secure attachments and
 
knowing what variables effect the foster child's level of
 
attachment can influence the social worker's decisions toward
 
making stable placements for foster children in addition to
 
supporting the children, parents, and foster parents in order
 
to foster secure attachments.
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INTROPOCTIG^
 
Every^ year> thousands of GhiMren are removed from the
 
care of their natural parents and plaGed in foster care when
 
the current care hy their parents has fallen below acceptable
 
standards (Marcus, 19901. As of 1983, there were 251,000
 
Children living in substitute care (Minihan, 19871, and
 
Roulin found that 20% to 25% of all the children placed in
 
foster care will be in foster care for extended periods of
 
time {19851. 'When these children are place<a in a foster
 
home, they bring with them the effects ofhialtreatment which
 
may include feelings of rejection, lowered self-esteem,
 
mistrust, and resentment (Marcus, 19901. Since their natural
 
parents were probably unsuccessful at meeting their needs,
 
these children are iihely to develop intemal working models
 
of their parents as rejecting, and of themselves as unworthy,
 
unlovable, and incompetent. As a result, it is possible that
 
these children formed insecure attachments to their natural
 
parents and are at risk of developing insecure attachments to
 
their foster parents and other significant people in their
 
lives. Little is known about the relative security or
 
insecurity of attachments of foster children. However, some
 
researchers have hypothesized that foster children are at
 
considerable risk of developing,insecure attachments (Marcus,
 
1991).
 
Due to the lack of research in the area of attachment in
 
foster care, this study explored the level of attachment
 
foster cfoliareiili^ve to their foster parerits^ study
 
focused on children between the ages of 3 and 12 in brder to
 
expiore the attachment of older fostet children to their .
 
foster parents. There are huraerous studies on attachment in
 
infancy, but very little for the older years. By age three,
 
children should have coK^leted some important developmental
 
stages of object constancy and separatipn/individuation,: and
 
after age twelve children are beginning adolescence and are
 
Struggling with other life stages of IdentitY which further
 
complicate attachment issues.
 
The paradigm that was used for this study was the
 
positivist paradigm and the study was exploratory in nature.
 
The research question to be examined was: Do foster children
 
develop secure or insecure attachments to their foster
 
parents?
 
LITERATURE REVIEW
 
The work of John Bowlby, Mary Ainsworth, and other
 
researchers, has confirmed the importance of attachment in
 
positive human relationships and positive human relationships
 
have, in turn, been linked to human development (Schneider,
 
1991). Schneider (1991) notes that, "the human infant is
 
predesigned to relate to others from birth, and that his
 
relationships with primary others are paramount in shaping
 
his psychic development" (p. 251).
 
According to Bowlby, as cited in Schneider (1991),
 
diiring tlie first year of life, children develop what he calls 
internal working models, which are "mental representations^ d 
aspects of the world that are partiGnlarly salient for the: 
indi'widual" (p. 254). Within these models are ^ 
representations of the principal attachment figure and the ■ 
self. These representations are developed through 
interpersonal interactions and will thus compliment the 
internal working models of the attachment figure fBrether 
1992). Thus, if the attachment figure has acknowledged the 
infant's needs for comfort and protection and the infant 
views tile attachment figurO as available a:nd Supportive, tlie 
child is likely to deVeiop internal irking models of the ^ 
self as^valued/ self-reliant, competent and worthy of lOve.
 
If, on tdie other hand, the attachment figure ignores the
 
child's need for comfort and exploration, or if the child
 
views the attachment figure as depriving or rejectihg, the
 
child is likely to form a working model of the attachment
 
figure as such and will likely form a working model of 

themselves as unlovable, unworthy and incompetent:
 
(Bretherton, 1992; Bretherton, Ridgeway, & Cassidy, 1990;
 
Schneider, 1991). Also, children whose working models are
 
based on the perception of their parents as reliably :,
 
available and responsive to their needs, use their mothers as
 
a secure base from which to explore the environment and
 
inaster new activities. Conversely, children whose working
 
models are based on experiences that lead them to be anxious
 
0 
atoout tlie availability and responsiveness of tbeir parents
 
will restrict tbeir exploration of tbe environment and
 
mastery of new activities (Sctoeider/ 1991).
 
Ainswortb (1985), in her study of infants in the first
 
year of life found that children respond differently in
 
situations where attachment behaviors were elicited. She
 
used the "strange situation", to categorize children's
 
attachment patterns as securely attached, anxiously attached,
 
or avoidantly attached. Securely attached children developed
 
internal working models in which they believe their ;
 
attachment figures will be available, responsive, and
 
helpful. As a result, they feel secure in exploring the
 
world (McMillen, 1992; Schneider, 1991).
 
Anxiously attached children have developed internal
 
working models of their mothers as inconsistently responsive.
 
They are uncertain if the parent will be responsive to their
 
needs.V These children are prone to separation anxiety, may
 
cling to their parents, and may be anxious about exploring
 
the world. children may also develop internal working
 
models of themselves which question their worthiness of being
 
responded to appropriately (McMillen, 1992; Schneider, 1991).
 
Avoidantly attached children have developed internal
 
working models of their mothers as rejecting. They do not
 
believe that their needs will be met. In order to defend
 
against this painful rejection, they avoid others. These
 
children may try to live their lives without the love and
 
support of others aud inay be diagnosed as anti-sdcial or
 
narcissistiG as adults. As childfen, they keep their
 
distance from others, tend to bully others and do"not show a
 
heed for others {MGMillen, 1992).,
 
The accumulation of research has shown that children who
 
are Securely attached as cprtpared to children who are
 
ihsecurely attached display greater turn taking at 18 months
 
of age, greater compliance at 21 months of age, and greaier
 
sociability and positive peer relatiohs at 20 to 23 months of
 
age. Securely attached children are also inore likely to be
 
peer leaders, socially invelyed/ positively attracting the
 
attention of others^ and actively engaged in theih
 
surroundings. Securely attached children are described hy
 
their teachers as"ego-resilient" at age fOur: to five in that
 
they have flexible controls and moderate control of impulses,
 
wishes and idesires (Marcus & Mirle, 1990). Finally, children
 
who are securely attached develop better quality
 
relationships with others as they grOw older and exhibit
 
fewer behavior problems and less psychopathology as adults
 
(Lewis, Feiring, MeGuffOg & Jaskir, 1984; Marcus, 1991).
 
Researchers have also found compelling evidence for the
 
persistence of attachment patterns (Schneider, 1991). For
 
example, through an "Adult Attachment Interview", which is
 
designed to meaSUre adult's internal working models of their
 
relationships with their parents. Main and associates found
 
that secure parents valued relationships, regarded attachment
 
and related experiences as influential on personality
 
development and had positive early attachment-related
 
experiences (Schneider, 1991). insecure-avoidant parents
 
felt attachments were fairly unimportant and had trouble
 
remembering their past, and insecure-ambivalent parents were
 
preoccupied with their parents and still enmeshed with them.
 
The children of the parents in tlieir study usually matched
 
their parents' attachment styleS: {Schneid:er> 19911>
 
There is increasing evidence that the pattern of
 
attachment that an individual develops during infancy,
 
childhood and adolescence is profoundly affected by the way
 
his parents treated him (Schneider, 1991). Not only do these
 
children become insecurely attached, but very early in
 
childhood, they develop the characteristics of the abusing
 
parents. For example, adults who are severely abused as
 
children were found to inflict similar abuse on their
 
children (Schneider, 1991). As a result of their parents'
 
abuse, many of these children end up in foster care.
 
As was mentioned before, researchers have hypothesized
 
that foster children are at considerable risk of developing
 
insecure attachments (Marcus, 1991). There can be a number
 
of problems for children who do not attach securely to their
 
foster parents. According to Marcus, if the foster children
 
do not attach securely to their foster parents, there is the
 
possibility of an increasing amount of failed placements
 
(1991). Foster children who do not attach to their foster
 
parents often feel insecure and. feel a lack of attachment to
 
the foster parents. This in turn leads to a deterioration in
 
the relationship, progressing to a point where daily
 
disruptions in the form of behavior problems cannot be
 
tolerated by the foster parents who then request that the
 
children be taken out of their home (Marcus, I99i). Also, if
 
foster children are developing insecure attachments to their
 
foster parents and thus their internal working models are not
 
being restructured, the children will grow up with
 
dysfunctional patterns of attachment, will be at risk for
 
later psychopathology and are at risk for passing their
 
dysfunctional patterns of attachment on to their children,
 
thus creating generational patterns of insecure attachments.
 
METHOD
 
The construct examined in this study was attachment.
 
Attachment is defined as "a system of behaviors activated by
 
separation and has, as its goal, increasing proximity to the
 
attachment figure" (Marcus, 1991, p.37T). Two variables of
 
this construct which were examined in this study are "secure"
 
and "insecure" attachment. Behaviors used to classify
 
children as secure include active attempts to gain proximity
 
and more positive contact or interaction with ca,regivers.
 
Behaviors used to classify children as insecure include a
 
variety of avoidant, ignoring or angry behavior towards the
 
caregiver. (Marcus, 1991)
 
The concepts In the study are fdstei:' parents, foster
 
children/ foster pare and foster home. Foster parents are
 
defined as the caregivers who are certified by Guadalupe
 
Homes FbfSter T^ the Department of Public Social
 
Services, San Bernardino County to take care of foster
 
chiIdren. Foster,children are defined as children >ho have
 
bden reriUDved frpirit the:custody of their; natural^^ p^ due to;
 
physical abuse/ sexual abuse, neglect, abandonment ^and/Of;
 
positive toxic drug screens at birth and were placed in the
 
custody of foster parents. Foster care;is; defined;as thO : ;;;
 
substitute care a foster child receives in a foster home and
 
foster home is defined aS a siugie dwelling home in
 
there is a primary caretaker or foster parent who has been
 
certified by Guadalupe Homes Foster Family Agency or the
 
Department of Public Social Services, San Bernardino County
 
to care for a foster child and who has assumed custody of one
 
to five foster children. There may also be a secondary
 
caretaker in the home.
 
In order to explore the question of attachment, a one-

shot group study, pre-experimental design was used. This
 
type of study does not control for internal validity.
 
Because of the nature of the study group, it is difficult to
 
control for other factors affecting attachment in addition to
 
the foster parent/foster child relationship. For example,
 
some variables which are beyond the scope of this project but
 
affect children's attachment behaviors include: the types of
 
attacihinent that were formed between the children and their
 
natural parents; what kind of internal working models the
 
childreh possess about thCTiselveS and attachment figures; and
 
whether the children have participated in any counseling to
 
inprove their daily functioning.
 
Protection of the subjects was accomplished by
 
maintaining subject confidentiality and completing and filing
 
the "Application to Use Human Subjects in Research". The
 
subjects also signed Human Subject® Consent Forms (see
 
Appendix A) which states their approval to cobperate in the
 
study. Participants could withdraw from the study at any
 
time and they were provided with a debriefing statement (see
 
Appendix B) that provided them with a description of the
 
reason(s) for conducting the research, the way to obtain the
 
general results of the study, and the professional resources
 
to contact if they have any questions or concerns as a result
 
of their participation.
 
The study population consisted of a randomly selected
 
sample of foster children between the ages of 3 and 12 years
 
old, living in foster family homes for at least one month. A
 
sample group was selected from this population by using a
 
systematic probability sample method. Lists of the children
 
who met the requirements were compiled within each agency and
 
at Guadalupe Foster Homes Family Agency every third child was
 
cliosen for the sample group,- at the Department of Public
 
Social Services, San Bernardino County every eighth child wa§
 
chosen for the sample group. Data was collected from the
 
foster parents of these children. Frdm the sample group, one
 
foster mother refused to participate in the study, two
 
children were moved from the homes, and six foster parents
 
were unavailable for the survey process.
 
The subject sample included the foster parents of 21
 
foster children who are under the supervision of Guadalupe
 
Foster Homes Family Agency and 21 foster children who are
 
under the supervision of the Department of Public Social
 
Services, San Bernardino County. The study group of children
 
were in the care of foster families rather than foster group
 
homes because foster families resemble the natural atmosphere
 
of a family more than group homes, and because there is a
 
greater chance for attachment to occur between the foster
 
children and foster parents.
 
Instruments
 
The instruments used in this study were a demographic
 
survey devised by the researchers and "The Parent/Child
 
Reunion Inventory" developed by Marcus (1988).
 
The demoaraohic survey. This survey was designed to
 
measure the descriptive information of the foster children
 
and the foster parents (see Appendix C). It was also later
 
used to try and determine what might effect the foster
 
child.ren's attachment to the foster parents.
 
The Paremt/child Reunion Inventory. This inventory was
 
designed to measure the quality of attachment between the
 
parent and the child and is based on the perceptions of the
 
foster parents {see Appendix D). in previous studies,
 
reunion responses have been found to provide a good
 
indication of the security of the attachment relationship.
 
(Main & Cassidy, 1988; Marcus, 1988)
 
The inventory is divided into two subscales; secure and
 
insecure. The secure subscale ranges from 0-12 with 12 being
 
the highest degree of security. The insecure subscale ranges
 
from 0-28 with 28 being the highest degree of insecurity.
 
This inventory does not appear to be culturally biased. To
 
date, the validity and reliability of this survey has been
 
adequate (Marcus, 1990). This is verified by a previous
 
study where the Cronbach alpha was .76 for secure attachment
 
and .77 for insecure attachment (Marcus, 1990).
 
Data Collection
 
Data was collected from both the foster mothers and
 
foster fathers. Since there was a limited amount of time,
 
and data collection with children is much more complicated,
 
foster parents were utilized in the data collection process.
 
The Parent/Chi1d Reunion Inventory (Marcus, 1988) was
 
designed specifically to measure parents' perceptions of
 
their children's reunion behaviors. The survey process was
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completed over a ten week period by the researchers, Karen
 
Kritzberger and Dawn Peria. The data was collected by face-

to-face interview snrveys. After the subjects were conta:Cted
 
by phone and informed of the survey, the interviews were
 
conducted at the foster families' homes, and lasted about
 
fifteen minutes. The researchers explained the interview
 
process, confidentiality, and the survey to the subjects and
 
the subjects then completed the survey.
 
In order to complete the survey, subjects were asked to
 
visualize a recent separation of at least one hour and then
 
to focus their attention on the children's behavior at the
 
time of reunion. Two possible examples that were given to
 
the subjects were: that the child is away at school, comes
 
in the door and sees the parent; and that the parent returns
 
from work and sees the child playing outside as the parent
 
comes np the walk.- ^ in answering the survey, subjects rated
 
behaviors as occurring; never, occasionally, or usually.
 
Presenting the surveys face-to-face increased the
 
response rates and allowed the respondents to verify any
 
questions they had about the survey questions. In order to
 
try and decrease the limitation of wanting to please the
 
researcher, the researchers presented the survey as measuring
 
separation anxiety rather than attachment.
 
After the data was collected, it was coded for computer
 
input and entered into the computer. In order to answer our
 
research question/ frequency distributions, correlations, and
 
12 , ■ ■ 
a t-test were calculated.
 
RESULTS
 
The sample group of children consisted of 25 boys and 17
 
girls, between the ages of 3 and 12 years old, with the mean
 
age being 5.9 years old. Twenty-seven percent of the
 
children were Latino, 27% were African American, 3% were
 
Asian, 33% were Caucasian, and 10% were classified as other.
 
The foster parents of the sample population of children
 
consisted of 29 foster fathers and 41 foster mothers between
 
the ages of 29 and 80 years old, with a mean age of 45.9
 
years. Twenty-six percent of the foster parents were Latino,
 
33% were African American, 3% were Asian, 34% were Caucasian,
 
and 4% were classified as other. Three percent of the foster
 
parents were single, 81% were married, 1% were separated, 9%
 
were divorced and 6% were widowed. Fourteen point three
 
percent of the foster parents had some highschool education,
 
27.1% had highschool degrees or GED's, 41.4% had some college
 
education, 14.3% had college degrees, 1.4% had masters or
 
doctorate degrees, and 1.4% of the siibjects did not provide
 
educational background information.
 
The question examined in this study was: Do foster
 
children develop secure or insecure attachments to their
 
foster parents? To answer this question, descriptive
 
statistics were calculated. As can be seen from table 1 and
 
2, the mean scores on the secure subscale (m=l0.486) and the
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insecure subscale (m=5.000) of the Parent/Child Reunion
 
Inventory indicate that the Ghildren do deyelop secure
 
attachinents to their fostet parents. Also, 42.9% of the
 
foster parents gave the foster child a score of 12 on the
 
secure subscale, which corresponds to the highest degree of
 
security one can achieve.
 
CO 
' Table 1 Table 2: : 
Frequency of Scores Preqaency of Scores 
on Secure Subscale on Insecure Subscale 
Value Frequency ; Percent■ Value Frequency Percent 
. ■ ■■■ . 0 ■; ' ■ 0 . 0 • ' ■ ■ 2 2.9 . 
5 1 ;■ , '2-9 ' ■ / 1 7 ' ' . 10.0 
6 2 ■■ 2.9 2 8 11.4 
7 :s; -. 7.1 i 10 14.3 
8 .V 2 2.9 4 10 14.3 
9 5.7 5 . ' 4 5.7 1 . . 4 . , ■ 
o 
6 ■ •7.1 ■■ . 10 10 , 14.3 : ^ 5 ' 
12.911 ■ • 15 . ' - 7 ■ 9 
12 30 42 .9 8 ' ■ 6 ■ 8.6 
9 ■ 3 ■ • 4.3, ■Total 70 100.0 
10 . 4.3 ,Mean: 10.486 Median: 11.000 . 3 ' • 
Mode: 12.000 . 
y 12 / ■ 2 ■ 2.9 
1.4 ;15 ' T; - " - ' ■ 
16-28 : 0 0 
Total 70 100.0 
Mean: 5.000 Median: 4.. 0 0 0 
Mode: 3.000 
   
 
 
 
 
Upon further examination of the data, it became evident 
that tiiere was Of a range in scores on both the secure 
subscale and the insecure subscale when the foster fathers 
completed the questionnaire as opposed to when the foster 
mothers completed the questionnaire. Also, as is evident by 
the mean scores presented in tables 3 to 6, the foster 
fathers seemed to perceive their foster children as less 
securely attached and more insecurely attached than did the 
foster mothers. ■ ' 
00 
Table 3 m ' . Table 4 
1 
Frequency of Scores on Secure Frequency of Scores on Secure 
Subscale - ■Rated'by Foster Fathers Subscale - Rated by Foster Mothers 
Value Frequency , Percent ^ Value Frequency Percent 
0-4 0 0-6 0 .;o , 
6.9 7 7.3 
■ . 8 2 .4 ■2 ■ ■ ■ '; 6.9 ■ ■• • • 1 ' 
2 6.9 : ■ : 7.3 
8 ■' ■ ' ,, 1 3.4 10 \ ; ; 4 9.8 
' 3.4 - 11 11 26.8 . 1 
10 6: 20.7 ■ ■ ■; ■ 12 19 46.3 
11 4 ; ■ Total . 41 100.0 
12 : ^ 37. 9 \ :i Mean: 10.854 Median: 11.000 
Mode:^ 12.000 . . .
 
Total 29 100.0
 
Mean: 9,966 Median: 11.000
 
Mode: 12.000
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Table 5 :	 - Table 6
 OC
 
Frecjiaency of Scores on insecufe Freqnency of Scores on Insecure
 
Snbscale -Rated by Foster Fatbers Subscale - Bated by Foster Motbers
 
Value Frequency Percent	 Value Frequency; Percent:
 
0	 0 0 !• ■ ; 2 r • 4.9 
1 1 3.4	 1 6 ■ 14.6 
2 2 6.9 ■ 2	 14.6
■	 ■ ^ ' 
3 3 ■ : ; 10.3	 , 3 ; ^ 7 ■ ' 17.1 
4	 20.7 1 4 4 9.8
 
■	 ^ 
■ ■ ■ 	 6 ;2-: . 6.9 ■ 5 ■ ■ ■ 4 ■ 
7 4 13.8 '■ 6 ■ , '' -3'"V' 7.3 
8 : ■ . ■ 4 ^ 13.8	 ■ 7 • . . : 12.2 1 
9 : . 3 10.3 .	 8 ■ , , ■ 2' ■ ■ ■ 4.9 
10	 10.3 12 ' . 1 ■ ■ ■ 2.4 
--	 3
 
12 1 3.4	 15 1 2.4 
15-28 : 0 ;	 ;16-28 ;; 0 ; 0 
Total 29 100.0 Total	 41 100.0 
Mean: 6.172 Median: 7.000 Mean: 4.171 Median: 3.000 
Mode: 4.000 Mode: 3.000 
J^fter iiaving answered t&e main researcb qnestiq^ 
different variables were examined to determine what effected 
the foster parent *s perception of the security or insecurity 
of the foster child's attachment to them. The variables 
examined were the number of placements the foster child has 
had, the time the foster child has been in the foster home, 
the foster child's age, the foster child's sex, the foster 
16 
parent's level of satisfaction witla the foster child's
 
placement, and r^hether or not the child has visits with
 
hisv^her natnral family. Descriptive statistics were
 
Calculated for each of these variables as'well as for the
 
scores on the secure and insecure subscales of the
 
Parent/Child Reunion Inventory. Descriptive statistics were
 
also calculated for these variables, taking into account
 
whether the person completing the inventory was the foster
 
mother or the foster father. Of all of the variables
 
examined, the number of placements the foster child has had,
 
whether or not the foster child has visitation with the
 
natural family, the time the foster child has been in the
 
current foster home and the foster child's age all seemed to
 
impact the foster child's level of attachment to the foster
 
parents.
 
With respect to visitation with the natural family, as
 
is shown in tables 7 and 8, the mean scores on the secure
 
subscale were slightly lower if the foster child had visits
 
with the natural family {m=lO.333), than if they did not
 
(m=lO.895). In terms of percentages, when the foster child
 
did not have visitation with the natural family, 52.6% of the
 
foster parents 0a-ve the foster child a rating of 12 on the v
 
secure subscale as opposed to 39.2% of the foster parents
 
whose foster child did have visitation with the natural
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■:7:' Table 8 
Fre<iuericy of SGores on Secura • Frequency of Scores on Secure 
Snbscale 1& Foster Cttiid Had.^ Subscale When Foster Child Did nob 
; Visits Witii Matura1:Famiiy ; Have Visits with Natural Faraiiy ­
; value; : 'Frequency Percent Value Frequency Percent, 
■;:0-l.l.,. 0-5 0 ;0 ■; 
.V:/^ ;■ •■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ 2./l' ;'t ■ ■ 3.9 , e;. ' : ■ ;,;i'., .r 7;,' -5...3;;;, - ^ 
lev ; ■-■"[I/::' ] - 1. • '2^10;. -l; ■ . - V;!;' i ;■ ' 5.3 
•• ■■■ ■i­ 7.8 , i' - ' k:, ,' 7' . y'::/'': 5.3 
' 3.9 r : "'10 j - . i;,;' . 5.3-;;,;; 
■ ■ '.I'vl; ' 5 .9ill 1;,ii'k;;, ' ' 'si',; 26.3 , 
17.6 l'-12- • ■ ."■io- '1 52.6l'- -I'Oi:-''! 
. .lo.' . / :' :-ll9^-.'6 Total 19;.: 100.0 
12' . " 2:0. 1-3.9.2;/,,; Mean: 10. 895 Median,: 12;. 0 
Mode: 12.000-; : 1 
Total 51 1DC).;0 
Mean: 10.33:3 Median: 11.000 
■ -Mode: 12 ..OOO: 
1 
:O 
wlhen examinecd in of tlae foster parent 
can be seen in tables 9 bo 12y both the foster mothers and : 
tiie: foster fatliers rated tEe ehildfen less sedurely : : 
attaclied if tHe foster child had visits with the natural ; 
family; Overall, the foster fathers rated the childrenvidss 
securely attached than the foster mothers. 
 0 
Table 9
 
Freqijency of Scores on Secnre
 
Subscale When Foster Child Had
 
Visits With Natural Family
 
Rated by Foster Fathers
 
Value Frequency Percent,
 
0 0
 
. 5 .2 9.1 
6 1 4.5 
7 2 5.1 
8 1 4.5 
9 1 4.5 
10 5 22.7 
11 1 4.5 
12 9 40.9 
Total 22 100.0
 
Mean: 9.818 Median: 10.000
 
Mode: 12.000
 
o
 
1
 
T^ble 10
 
Frequency of Scores on Secure
 
Subscale When Foster Child Had
 
Visits With Natural Family
 
Rated by Foster Mothers
 
Value Frequency Percent
 
0-6 0
 
7 2 6.9
 
8 1 3.4
 
9 2 6.9
 
10 4 13.8
 
11 9 31.0
 
12 11 37.9
 
Total	 29 100.0
 
Mean: 10.724 Median: 11.000
 
Mode: 12.000
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Table 11 ; ^ : . Table 12 .
 
. Pregjiency of Scores on . Secure .. , , Frequency of Scores on Secure!
 
Subscale,Wfeen Foster Cbild Bid Not. Subscale When,Foster;ChiId Did Not
 
Have yi.sits with Natural Family Have.Visits.With Natural Family .
 
; by Foster Fathers , Rated by Foster Mothers
 
Value ; Frequency , Percent ; Value Frequency Percent
 
. 0-5 0 ■ : • 0 0-6 0 
:.' ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ;,i-' ;6 
^ 1 14.3; ; , 7 'i 8.3
 
10 : 14.3 : : 9 : .1 8.3
 
11 42.9 . 11 2 ■ 16.7 
12 • ; 28.6 . : 66.7
 
Total. :... 7 , 100.0 . Total 12 .100.0:
 
Mean: 10.429. Median;, li.000 ■ Mean: 11.167; . Median: lO.OOO 
Mode: 11.000 Mode: 12.000 
In terms of the numtoer of placements the foster child
 
has had, no trends were noted. However, as shown in tahles
 
13 to 15, the mean scores on the insecurity sxobscale seem to
 
decrease as the number of placements increases. When
 
examined in terms of the foster parents sex, as shown in
 
tables 16 to 27, the foster father rated the foster child as
 
more securely attached and less insecurely attached as the
 
number of placements increased. The foster mother rated the
 
foster child as less insecurely attached as the number of
 
placements increased. Overall, the foster father rated the
 
foster child less securely attached and more insecurely
 
attached than the fostet mother.
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.Table.13 ' :	 Table 14;.
 OC 
Preguency of Scores oii insecure Preguency of Scores on Insecure
 
. Subscale iAftieii; Poster child Had. Subscale: Foster Child Had
 
0 - 2 Foster Care Placements 3 - 5 poster Care Placements
 
i ^altie Frecjuency Percent	 ¥alue Freqnency Percent
 
' :o--"	 0 ' i
: t- ' ■ ■ 
^ 1 ■ ■	 3'" 8.3 1 ■ ' ; ■ 4 r-14:.8 • 
.2 ,	 :; 11:i : ■ . 2' 3 ■ !.', .:.ii,i." ■•
 
■3- ' 6 ^ 16.7 3." ' ■ ■ ■ 2:. ' ' 7.4 
4, 4 ■ ■ 11.1	 4 :: 
■	 5 ■ 2: , 5' . ■ ■ ■' 
3/' - - 1- , 8.3 ■ ■ ■ ' 6 1. . ' "3,7 ■ ■ ■■	 ^ 
7 , ■ L 11.1 • 7- 5 ■ ■ i 18-3 
' ^ " ' > 13 ..:9,' : ' ■■3...7;-i 
,9' 2,' 5 .6 9:- ; ■ 1 ■ ■ 3,.7. ' ' ' 
: 10 ■ •2, ' V: : ■5:.6.; 10 ■ 1. , : : ■■ . ■ ,3,7- ;. :; : 
t .i . :^ 15 2...8 ■ ; 12 : ■ '2 . 7.4' 
J 16-28 : .■ O- . 0 : ^ 13-28 ■ Q--. -­
Total ; ■36- ■ • . 100.,0 ^ Total 27 100.0 V 
Mean: 5.389 Mediant 5.000: Mean: 4.96:3 Median: 4.000 
Mode: 3 .0:00 . Mode:: 7,000 
21 
  
 
   
  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
/Table 15
 
Freqijency of Scores on Insecure
 
Snbscale when Foster Child Had,
 
6 - 7 Fos-ter Care Placements
 
; Value :Frequency I Percent:
 
h''. ; I4..3.;.i^
 
■2.: ■ 
3V , ■ ■ '2 . r 2 8.0 
; ■ 4^^ :^ ; . '2- ■ : 28.0 : 
.6: ■ - 1 : 14.3­
: 7-28 0 ^ ■ 0 ■ 
Total 7 100•€ 
Mean: 3.143 Median 3.000 
Mode.:: 3.0 00 . . 
, Table iS' . 'v; 
Frequency of Scores on Secure 
StLbscale when Foster Child Had 
0 - 2 Foster Care Placements 
Rated by Foster Fathers 
i value • Frequency: Percent 
; , 0-4 ^ y 0 
■ 
■ 1' ; ■ ■ ■■ 6'-'7. - , : 
i' ; 6 ■ 6 .7 
7 ; -'i : ■ ■ ';13.33 ■ ■ 
■ " ,0.,.7'i-- '' " ■ it' ■ 
; 10 , 4\ 20 .7 
ill .2- ; 13.3"; . . 
-.• 12-' : ■ 4/ ■ . ■ ;; 20.7 ; 
Total 15 106.0 
Mean: 9 .533 Median: 10.000' 
Mode: 10.60Q­
22 
 1 
Table 17
 
Frequency of Scores on Secure
 
Subscale when Foster Child Had
o

3 - 5 Foster Care Placements
 
Rated by Foster Fathers
 
Value Frequency Percent
 
0 0
 
5 1 9.1
 
6 1 9.1
 
10 2
 
11 2 18.2
 
12 5 45.5 
INC 
Total 11 OC 
H 
100.0 
Mean: 10.273 Median: 11.000
 
Mode: 12.000
 
Table 18
 
Frequency of Scores on Secure
 
Subscale When Foster Child Had
 
6 - 7 Foster Care Placements
 
Rated by Foster Fathers
 
Value Frequency Percent
 
0
0-8 0
 
9 1 33.3
 
12 2 66.7
 
Total 3 100.0
 
Mean: 11.000 Median: 12.000
 
Mode: 12.000
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Table 19 Table 2 0: 
Freqiiency of Scores on Insecnre Preqijency of Scores on Insecure 
;Snbscale. When Foster Child Had Subscale When Foster Child Had 
0 - 2 Foster Care Placements 3 - 5 Foster Care Placements 
Rated by Foster Fathers , Ra;ted by Foster Fathers 
Value Frequency Percent	 Value Frequency Percent; 
0 ; 0-	 0-2 ■ o. ' , ■ ■- ■ 0■ 0'' ^ 
1 ■! • 6'^'v / / ' l. - 9.1^	 - ■ 
. 2. , • I' 6.7 :	 4 ■ ■ .4 ■ • . 36.4;-
' • 	 3 ' ■ ■ ' 2' ■ : . 13 ',. 3 ■ - • ,7. '. - ■ .2- 18.2 
4 ,.l , 6.7 8 ' ■ ■ , ■ 1 9.1 
■ . . ■:	 9 . 1, , 9.1 . ^0.7 
■ ■■ ■ ,7; • , ''2 ■■ ■ ■.13 .'3 . 10 1 ■ P.I' '­
20.0 ■ 12 . . ; I. ' ' 9.1 
.2' " - 13..3, , . \- :13-23 ■■ ^	 0 : ^ 
: 10 ■ ■ 2'- ■; 13.3 ^ Total	 11 100.0 
11-28	 0 0 : Mean: 6♦545 Median: 7.000 
Mode: 4.000 
Total 15 100.0 
Meah: 6 .33,3 Median: 7 .000
 
Mode: :8. 0:00
 
  
 
 
Table 21
 
Frequency of Scores on Insecure
 
Subscale when Foster Child Had
 
6 - 7 Foster Care Placements
 
Rated by Foster Fathers
 
Value Frequency Percent
 
0-1 0 0
 
2 1 33.3
 
4 1 33.3
 
6 1 33.3
 
7-28 0 0
 
Total 100.0
 
OC
 
Mean: 4.000 Median: 4.000
OC
 
H■ 
,Mode: 2.000
 
Table 23
 
Frequency of Scores on Secure
 
Subscale when Foster Child Had
 
3 - 5 Foster Care Placements
 
Rated by Foster Mothers
 
. Value Frequency Percent
 
0-6 0 0
 
7 3
 
9 2 12.5 
: 10 1 6.3 
' 11 5 31.3 
12 5 31.3 
Total 16 100. 0 
Mean: 10.250 Median: 11.000 
Mode: 11.000 
25 
Table 22
 o 
Frequency of Scores on Secure
o 
)TLSubscale When Foster Child Had
 
0 - 2 Foster Care placements
 
Rated by Foster Mothers
 
Value Frequency : Percent
 
0-8 0 0
 
9 1 4.8
 
10 3 14.3
 
11 5 23.8
 
12 12 57.1
 
Total 21 100.0
 
Mean: 11.333 Median: 12.000
 
Mode: 12.000
 
Table 24 
Frequency of Scores on Secure 
Subscale when Foster Child Had 
6 - 7 Foster Care Placements 
Rated by Foster Mothers 
Value Frequency Percent 
0-7 0 0 
8 1 25.0 
11 1 : 25.0 
12 . 2 
Total 4 100.0 
Mean: 10.750 Median: 11.500 
Mode: 12.000 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 25,	 Table; 26 
Frequency of Scores on Insecnre
 
Snbscale When Foster Child Had
 
0 - 2 Foster Care Placements
 
Rated by Foster Mothers
 
Value Frequency;,Percent ;
 
0	 ■ 0 ■ 
; - 0'. ■ ;
■	 '1--' • ^ 
^ 14.3 ; 
■ „4 . .
■' ..3' . 19.0; ■ 
,i4 
■ 3--' ■ ■■ . 14.3 
■ ,5 " , ' : ■"2'v-/^ ' ' 
OL 
• ;6 / ; ■ ■ ■2;- '" 9.5 
.. v- . ' .. , 2 . . , 9.5 
■ ' 2' 
IS -l' 4.8 ' 
16-28 0 ' ■ ■■ : 
Total 21 100.0 
Mean: 4.714 Median: 4.000 
Mode: 3.000 
Frequency of Sbores on Insecure 
Subscale When Foster Child Had 
3 - 5 Foster Care Placements 
Rated by Foster Mothers : 
Value :■Frequehcy	 Percent 
■ 1 6-. 3 	■ ­0 
h	 2.5.or^ 
-2 ■ ■ 3 " ■ ;	 18.0; 
■ 1- . ' ■- 6.3 
■ . "5 .2.	 12.5 
i' 6.3.^'- ^ ' ■ ■ ■ ■ 
■ 7 , .3 .	 18.8. 
.12 ' ■ 1- ■ 6.3 
13-28 ;	 0 
Total 16 10:0 •0 
Mean: 3,87 5 Median: 2.500 
Mode: 1.000 
26 
  
 
 
 
Table 2T
 
Freqiiency of Scores on Insecure
 
Subscale when Foster child Had
 
6 " 7 Foster Care Placements
 
Rated by Foster Mothers
 
; Value ^ Frequency Percent
 
0 1 : 25.0
 
3 . 2 50.0
 
4 1 25.0
 
5-28 0 , 0 ­
Total. 4 100.0
 
Mean: 2.500 Median: 3.000
 
Mode: 3.000
 
of time tlie foster child Tias spent in
 
the cnrrent foster home was examined, it appears that as time
 
in the home increases, security of attachment increases. As
 
shown in tables 28 to 31, the mean scpre on the secure
 
subscale for Foster children in the home for 1-12 months was
 
10.300 with 40% Vof the foster parents giving the foster
 
children a score of 12 on the secure subscale. The mean
 
score for foster children in the home 13-24 months was 10.450
 
with 40% of the foster parents giving the foster children a
 
score of 12 on the secure subscale. The mean score for
 
foster children in the home for 25-36 months was 11.167 with
 
50% of the foster parents giving the foster children a score
 
of 12 on the secure subscale and the mean score on the secure
 
subscale for foster children in the home 37-50 months was
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
11.333 with 66.7% of the foster parents giving the foster
 
children a score of 12 on the secure subscale.
 
Table 28 
;Freq:aency of Scores on Secure 
Subscale When Foster Ghild was In 
Current Home 1 - 12 Months 
Value Frequency - Percent 
0-4 : 0 0 
. 5 ■ 1 ■ 2.5. - ■■ ■ : 
6 ■ 2" 5.0 
7 4 10.0 
8 1 2.5. 
9 ■ , 5.0' ■ 2 
10 5 ■ 12.5 
^ 11 ; . ■ ■ ■ 9- ■ ^ : 22.5 
12 16 ■ : 40.0: 
Total 40 100.0 
Mean: 10,300 Mediah: 11.000 
Mode: 12.000 
Table 29
 
FreQuency of Scores on secure
 
Subscale when Foster Child Was In
 
Current Home 13 - 24 Months
 
: Value Frequency Percent
 
( 0-4 0 0
 
5 . 1 5.0
 
7 1 5.0
 
8: 1 • 5.0
 
9 ■ 2 ■ ■ ^ 10.0 
: 10 10.b " 
11 5 25.0 
■ 12 . .8., . , 
Total 20 100.0
 
o
 
Mean: 10.450 Median: 11.000
 
Q
 
Mode:^ 12.000
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Table 30 Table 31
 
Frequency of Scores on Secure Fre<quency of Scores on Secure
 
Subscale When Foster Child Was In Subscale When Foster Child was in
 
Current Home 25 - 36 Months Current Home 37 - 50 Months
 
Value Frequency Percent Value Frequency Percent
 
0-9 0 0 0-9 0 0
 
10 2 , 33.3 : 10 1 33.3
 
11 1 . 16.7 12 2 66.7
 
12 3 Total 3 100.0
 
Total 6 100.0 Mean: 11.333 Median: 12.000
 
Mode: 12.000
 
Mean: 11.167 Median: 11.500
 
Mode: 12.000
 
o
 
o
 
OL
 
in terms of the insecure subscale, as seen in tables 32
 
to 35, the mean score for foster children in the current
 
foster home for 1-12 months was 5.1000, for 13-24 months the
 
mean score was 5.500, for 25-36 months the mean score was
 
4.667, and for foster children in the home for 37-50 months
 
the mean score on the insecure subscale was 2.333. No trend
 
was noted when examined in terms of the foster parent's sex.
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Table 32 Table 33
 
o
•

Frequency of Scores on Insecure Frequency of Scores on Insecure
 
o
 
Subscale When Foster Child was In Subscale When Foster Child Was In
'—
1
 
Current Home 1 - 12 Months Current Home 13 - 24 Months
 
, Value ,Frequency Percent Value ,Frequency Percent
 
0 0 , 0 0 2
 
1 3 7.5 1 1 5.0
 
2 3 7.5 2 2
 
3 8 20.0 3 1 5.0
 
4 8 20.0 4 1 5.0
 
5 2 5;0 5 2
 
6 4 10.0o 6 1 5.0
 
o
OL  
>—
1
 
7 4 7 5 25.0
 
8 3 7.5 8 2

9 2 9 1 5.0
 
10 2 5.0 10 1 5.0
 
15 1 2.5 12 1 5.0
 
16-28 0 0 13-28 . 0 0
 
.Total 40 100.0 Total 20 100.0
 
Mean: 5.100 Median: 4.000 Mean: 5.500 Median: 6.500
 
Mode: 3.000 Mode: 7.000
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Table 34
 
Frequency of Scores-on Insecure
 
Subscale when Foster Child Was In
 
Current Home 25 - 36 Months
 
Value Frequency Percent 
0/ 0 0 
1 1 16.7 
2 2 ; 33.3 ■ 
3 1 
8 1 16.7 
12 . 1 : 16.7 
13-28 0 0 
>—
1
 
Total 6 100.0
 
Mean: 4.667 Median: 2.500
 
Mode: 2.000
 
Table 35 
Frequency of Scores on Insecure 
Subscale when Foster Child Was in 
Current Home 37 - 50 Months ■ 
Value Frequency Percent
 
0
0 0
 
1 1 33.3
 
2 1 33.3
 
4 1 33.3
 
5-28 0 0
 
Total 3 100.0
 
Mean: 2.333 Median: 2.000
 
Mode: 1.000
 
Witli regard to the foster child's age, it appears that
 
as the age pf the child increases, the level of security of
 
attachment decreases. As is shown in tables 36 to 38, the
 
mean score on the secure subscale for children aged 3-5 years
 
was 11.000 with 56.8% of the foster parents giving the foster
 
children a score of 12 on the insecure subscale. For
 
children aged 6-8 years the mean score on the secure siibscale
 
was 10.300 with 40% of the foster parents giving the foster
 
child a score of 12 on the secure subscale. For children
 
aged 9-12 years, the mean score on the insecure siibscale was
 
9.308 with 7.7% of the foster parents giving the foster child
 
a score of 12 on the secure subscale. No trends were noted
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in tlie scores on the insecure subscale. o 
o 
o
 
1
 
Table 37 , 
Frequency of Scores on Secnre Frequency of Scores on Secure. 
Subscale When Foster child Was Subscale When Foster Child Was 
3 - 5 Years old 6 - 8 Years Old , 
value Frequency . Percent ; Value Frequency Percent 
0
 
Table 36
 
0-4 0 0 
i ■ -5 • -l';' 2.7 ■" ; ■ 1- "" '- , 5.0 
2.7 •O' 5.0 
8 2.7 1 10.0■ • -2: ■ ■ : . 
■■ ■-9 . 1- 2 .7 9- . ■ ■ ■ . i" , : ^.0 ^ 
10 1 ■ , 5.010 ;6- 16 .2 
11 6 : .2 : : 11 : 30;0 . 
12 . 21. 56.8 12 8 
Total 37 10.0.0 Total^ 2 0 100.0 
Mean: ,11.000; Median:: 12.000 Mean: 10.300 Median: 11.000 
Mode: 12.000 . Mode:. 12. 000 
cT­
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, Table 38
 
FrecjuencY of Scores on Secure
 
SUbscale Mtien Foster Cbild Was
 
9 - 12 Years Old
 
; Value Frecjuency Percent
 
; 0-5 0 0
 
6 ■ 7/71
 
1 . . ■ 2 Lf)
 
<—
1 
8 ■ 1 7.7 
9 2 ^ 15.4
 
; 10 ' . 3 J 23.1
 
^ 11 , 3 ■ 23.1 
i 12 1 7.7
 
Total 13 100.0
 
Mean: 9.308 Median:. 10'.0 0 0
 
Mode: 10.000
 
When examined in terms of the foster parent's sex, as
 
can be seen in tables 39 to 50, both the foster fathers and
 
the foster mothers perceived the foster child's level of
 
attachment as decreasing as the child's age increased.
 
However, they also perceived the insecurity of attachment as
 
decreasing as the child's age increases. This contradicts
 
the scores on the secure subscale. Overall, the foster
 
fathers scored the foster children lower in terms of security
 
of attachment and higher in terms of insecurity of
 
attachment.
 
  
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
FrequenQY of Scores on^ Secure 
Subsca,!e Wiert Foster CbiId lfes 
s'" - ■"5- 'YearS;/Oid..
 
Rated by Foster Fatbers v
 
Value ; Frequency Bercent;
 
0-4. Oi'.' ,;. - .'/J
 
5 . 	 ;■ ^ : /■■'i'I'V-l :j ' ■', ■6.. ,3 .i ■ ; 
8 ■ ■■ ; 
10	 : 31.3 :: 
11	 : 18.8 ^ 
12" i,. 6^ '"- : 37 .5 ■■ ; 
Total is: 100.0^ 
Mean: lOisOQ Median: il^OOO 
Mode:: 12l00n 
Table 41 : ■ : t 
Frequency of Scores on Secure 
Subscale When Foster: Child Was 
/ 9 12 Years Old 
Rated by Foster Fathers 
Value ■ JFieqaehcyi; Percent 
0-5 0: ■ . . i 0 
6 ; "V'/' ; : 20:.0 
7 ■ 1 , 20.0 
9r : 1' /" ^ 2O./0 
10 -i-Vtl : i 20.0 
12-;- , ; 20:..0 
■To:tal	 100.;>0 
Mean: 8. 8 00 ;Median: 90:0o: 
Mode: 6.0do- : 
; :TabIe- 'V40-v. 
Freguertcy of Scores on Secure 
Subscale wfien Foster -cbifd Was 
6 - S Years Odd 
Rated by Foster Fathers 
value : Frequency Rercent : 
: 0-4 0, ■ ■ .lOt' ' 
i: 	 -i- , ' i /i2.:-s- ■ ■■ 
■	 • • ■ ■■ ' 1: 
' ■'■1 i i2 .;5 : 
■ 'ill'i t : 1- ■ ■ , i', : ^ 12.;5 
IS' ;' - 4' - 5o .,o . : 
Total a ibo^o 
Mean: 9.625 Median:; 11.son 
Mode: l^iodo V • 
Table 42 
Frequency of ScoreB on Secure 
Subscale When Foster Child Was 
3 - S Years Old 
iRated :by Foster Mothers
in 
: Value ^ :Frequency' .Percent 
0-6 0 • o-' ■; 
7 1 4.8 : 
1"O/y'/ i■	 4.8 
i ' -lO^- . 1 4.8 
3t■ • 
t.;' 12, 1' IB ; .■■ ■ ■ 71.4, 
Total .21 100.0 
Mean: 11.381 Median: 12.000^ 
Mode: 12•000 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
^ , Table 43
 
Fregiaency of Scores on Secure
 
Subscale when Fostei: Child Was
 
6 - 8 Years Old
 
Rated by Foster Mothers
 
Value Frequency Percent ;
 
0-6 0 0
 
• ■ , 7 , 1 8.3
 
9 ■ 1 /■ 
10 1 8.3 
■ 11	 41.7 ;' ■ -5 ■ ■ 
nc 
, 4 OG12 33.3 
Total 12 100-0 
Mean: 10.750 Median: 11.000 
Mode^ 11.000 
Table 44 
Frequency of Scores on Secure 
Subscale when Foster child Was 
9 - 12 Years Old 
Rated by Foster Mothers 
Value Frequency Percent 
0-6 0 0 
7 12.5 
8 1 12.5 
9 "■■ 1 . . . 12.5 
10 ■ - 2' . 25.0 
11 3 ; 37 .5 
12 0 0 
Total 	 8 100.0 
Mean: 9.625 Mediah: 10.000 
Mode: 11.000 
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Table 45
 
FreqTJ.ency of Scores on Insecure
 
Subscale when Foster Child Was
o
 
1
 
3 - 5 Years Old
 
Rated by Foster Fathers
 
Value Frequency Percent
 
0 0
 
2 1 6.3
 
3 3 18.8
 
4 2 12.5
 
6 1 6.3
 
7 2 12.5
 
8 3 18.8
 
9 2 12.5
 
10 1 6.3
 
12 1 6.3
 
13-28 0 0
 
Total 16 100.0
 
Mean: 6.438 Median: 7.000
 
Mode: 3.000
 
Table 46
 
Frequency of Scores on insecure
 
, Subscale When Foster Child Was
 
6 - 8 Years Old
 
Rated by Foster Fathers
 
Value Frequency Percent
 
0-3 0
 
4 3 37.5
 
6 1 12.5
 
7 2 - 25.0
 
8 1 12.5
 
10 1 12.5
 
11-28 0 0
 
Total 8 100.0
 
Mean: 6.250 Median: 6.500
 
Mode: 4.000
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Table 47
 
Frecjaency of Scores on Insecure
 
Subscale when Foster Child Was
 
9 - 12 Years Old
 
: Rated by Foster Fathers
 
Value. Frequency Percent
 
. ' --o
 
■■.1 '■ iV- : 1 / 20.0 ; 
■ 2 • • 1-- ■ ; 20.,0\ , 
2 0.0 : 
• R- 20,^0 
10 : 20.0 . ; 
11-28 . 0 . 0 ■ 
Total ' 5. 100.0 
: Mean: 5.200 Median; 4.000 
Mode: 1.000 
Table 48 
Frequency of Scores on Insecure 
Subscale When Foster Child Was 
3 - 5 Years Old 
Rated by Foster Mothers 
: Value Frequency, Percent 
0 
V ■ ■/i' :■ ■■' . ' ■ ' • I'' 4.8 . 
, 2 • ; "3 ..I--' 14.3 
43 19.0 
14.3 
■s ' 'B' 14.3' : 
9.5 
7 : ■ -2' ■ ^ 9i5 ii 
;l'. ' 4.8 
15 4.8 
; 1&-28 0 0 
Total 21 100. 0 
00 
Mean: 4.524 • Median: 4.000 
Mode: 3.000 
  
 
 
 
 
Table 49 Table 50
 OL 
FreqTj.ency of Scores on Insecure
 
SubscaTe when Foster Cbild Was
 
6 - 8 Years Old
 
Rated by Foster Mothers
 
Value Frequency : Percent
 
0 0 0
 
1 4 : 33.3
 
2 1. 8.3
 
3 2 16.7
 
6 1
 
7 3 25.0
 
nc
 
12 OC
1 8.3
 
13-28 : 0 0
 
Total 12 1G0>0
 
Mean; 4.250 Median: 3.000
 
Mode: 1-000 .
 
Frequency of Scores on insecure
ics
>—1Subscale Vifoen Foster child was 
9 - 12 Years Old 
Rated by Foster Mothers 
; Value ;Frequency Percent . 
0 1 12,5 
1 '■ 1. ■ 12.5 
2 2' 25,. 0 
3 1 ■ 12.5 
4 ■ 1 ' ^ 
5 ■ 1 
8 1 12.5 
9 - 2 8 0 0 
Total 8 100 - 0­
Mean: 3 .12,5 Median: 2.500 
Mode,:. 2.000 
In order to examine the relationship between the 
to 
(Jl 
variables of timo in current placement, number of placements, 
age of the foster child, the scores on the secure subscale 
and scores on the insecure subscale, correlations were 
computed. As is shown in table 51^ the value of the 
correlation coefficient for child's age and score on secure 
subscale is -.3240, p=.006. 
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■Jfafei-e-El .
 
Correlationsl of Variables
 
Correlations: Time In Number of j Age of ! Secure Insecure 
Home Placements 1 Foster Child Subscale Subscale 
1 .. 
Time In 1.0000 - .0071	 ,1521 - .2291\ .119'2 
, Home • : { 0) : { / 70) ( 70) { 70) ^ { 70) 
P= P= .954 P= .326 P= .209 P= .056 
Numiber of . .0071 1,0000 .3534 : -.0911. : -.1633 
■ 	 Placements ; { 7 0) L, ( ^ 0> ( 70) { 7 0) : ( 7 0)
 
: P= .954 P= . P= .003 : P= .453 .P= .177
 
Age of 1.0000 -.3240 -.1826
 
Fokf^""C]iiId: { 70) { 70) { 0) ; { 7 0) ; , ( 7 0)
 
; P= .326 P= .003 P== . ■ P= .006 P= .130
 
. Secure .1521 -.0911^ -.3240 1.0000 -.1696 
Subscale	 : { 7 0) ( 7 0) ( 70) ( 0) ■ ( 7 0) 
; P= .209 P== .453 : ' P= .006 P^ . ' ; p= .16,0 
Insecure .2291 -.1633 -.1826 ^ -.1696 : 1.0000 : 
Subscale { 7 0) { 7 0) V { 7 0) ( 70) : ( 0) 
: P= .056 P= .177 P== .130 P= .160 • p= . . 
(Coefficient / (Cases) / 2-taiIed Significance) 
is printed if a coefficient cannot be compnted 
T-Tests were also computed to determine wliether the 
differences in means on the secure subscale and the insecure 
Subscale for foster children who had visitation with natural 
family and those who did not was significantly different. No 
statistically significant differences or trends were found. 
^ ^V, 	 , 
From this study it appears that foster children do 
develop secure attachments to their foster parents. A 
majority of the foster parents rated the children as more 
securely attaclaed and less insecurely attached. However, the
 
foster fathers showed more of a range in their scores and
 
seemed to perceive their foster children as less securely
 
attached and more insecurely attached than did the fostef
 
mothers.
 
in examihing what variahles effect the foster child's
 
attachment to their foster parents, the surveys indicated
 
that the children were less securely attached when they had
 
visits W'ith their natural families. Further, insecure
 
attachment decreased as the nuitfloer of foster care placements
 
the child has had increased. *ile the foster fathers rdted
 
the foster children as less securely attached and more
 
insecurely attached than the foster mothers, the foster
 
fathers also rated them as more securely attached as the
 
number of placements increased. It also appeared that the
 
longer the Children were in the foster home, the more
 
securely attached they became. Finally, it appeared that the
 
older the foster children were, the less securely attached
 
they were. This latter variable had the most significant
 
correlation also. However, a contradictory finding to that
 
was that the foster parents also rated the children as less
 
insecurely attached as the children's ages increased.
 
In general, foster fathers consistently rated their
 
foster children as less securely attached and more insecurely
 
attached than did the foster mothers. Foster mothers also
 
typically rated their foster children at,the high end of the
 
secure scale and at the low end of the insecure seal©* it is
 
unclear front this study as to why there was a difference in
 
the perceptions of foster fathers and foster mothers.
 
However, it is speculated that the difference was due to the
 
foster mothers spending more time with the foster children,
 
or perhaps that foster mothers were more involved with the
 
children in general, rather than the foster fathers.
 
One unanticipated result was that as foster care
 
placements increased, insecure attachment decreased. This
 
could be because the more placements the children had, the
 
more hypervigilent they became to try and be accepted by
 
their new caretakers. These would not be a true secure
 
attachment behaviors by the children, but the foster parents
 
might perceive their behaviors as securely attached
 
behaviors.
 
The results of this study do not support the information
 
found in previous studies on attachment, whereas other
 
researchers have hypothesized that foster children are at
 
considerable risk of developing insecure attachments because
 
of the poor care they have received from their natural family
 
(Marcus, 1991), this study found that foster children do not
 
form insecure attachments to their foster parents. These
 
contradictoiy results could be due to a few different
 
reasons, which also involve the limitations of this study.
 
First, this study might be biased by the subjective views of
 
the foster parents since the study measures the parent's
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perceptions of the child's attachment, rather than directly
 
measuring the child's feelings of attachment, ideally, the
 
children should be studied directly during reunion periods,
 
between themselves and their foster parents. This would
 
eliminate subjective views by the foster parents and give the
 
researchers opportunities to see interactions first hand.
 
In addition to subjectivity, since the surveys were
 
administered face-to-face the foster parents might have
 
presented an even better picture of the relationship between
 
themselves and their foster children because they wanted to
 
give socially desireable answers and please the researchers.
 
Due to the fact that the Parent/ChiId Reunion inventory is
 
arranged in order of secure attachment behaviors and insecure
 
attachment behaviors, the respondents might have answered
 
what they believed would be the appropriate answers. One
 
solution to this would be to create another survey in which
 
the "correct" response is not as easy to ascertain. Another
 
possibility is to study the same population but change the
 
order of the questions, in order to determine whether the
 
survey effected the responses.
 
Next, because the researchers were interns at Guadalupe
 
Foster Homes Family Agency and the Department of Public
 
Social Services, San Bernardino County where the sample group
 
was chosen from, the respondents' answers might have been
 
effected. For instance, they might have been concerned about
 
their standing as foster parents for the agency, and
 
consequently they might have answered, the questions in a way
 
that would make them look the most competent to the
 
researchers, in order to decrease this limitation, future
 
research should be done by researchers who are not part of
 
the agency(s).
 
Finally, a factor that might have effected the results
 
is that some of the foster parents did not understand the
 
Parent/Child Reunion Inventory, or they forgot the
 
instructions for completing the survey. For instance, while
 
they filled out the surveys some foster parents made coranents
 
which suggested that the behaviors they were rating were
 
generalized behaviors rather than reunion behaviors. When
 
the researchers reminded them that the questions were
 
referring to only reunion behaviors, their answers changed.
 
It is likely that some respondents filled out the
 
questionnaire with the different reference behaviors in mind.
 
This problem is difficult to alleviate unless the children
 
are studied directly.
 
Due to the past literature on attachment and factors
 
that effect attachment, the researchers of this study suspect
 
that the current results are not accurate to the foster
 
children's true level of attachment. It is suggested that
 
more research be done on foster children's attachment to
 
their foster parents. Larger subject samples should be
 
studied in order to produce more of a range of results.
 
Future studies should also examine what variables effect
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foster children's attachment, and try to determine why foster
 
fathers rate their foster children as less securely attached
 
and more insecurely attached than foster mothers do. it
 
would also be useful to know whether there is a difference
 
between populations from public agencies and private agencies
 
since foster parents and foster children receive much more
 
personal attention from the workers at private agencies.
 
Knowing what variables effect attachment in foster
 
children is important for social work practice. Although it
 
appeared that these foster children develop secure attachment
 
to their foster parents, knowing what factors tend to impact
 
children's level of attachment can influence social worker's
 
decisions toward making stable placements for foster
 
children. For instance, findings of this study suggest that,
 
social workers should focus on supporting the foster parents,
 
biological parents, and the foster children regarding natural
 
family visits since visits seemed to impact the levels of
 
attachment. It is also important, judging from this study,
 
that social workers find ways to help older foster children
 
increase their level of secure attachments to foster parents.
 
If social workers focus dh the variables that effect foster
 
children's attachment and assist the children in the
 
development of secure attachments, the foster children will
 
be at a lower risk for future psychopathology and for passing
 
their dysfunctional patterns of attachment on to their children.
 
 APPENDIX A
 
Human Subjects Consent Form
 
The study you are about to participate in is designed to
 
explore separation anxiety in foster children. This study is
 
being conducted by Karen Kritzberger and Dawn Peria under the
 
supervision of Dr. Marjorie Hunt, professor of Social work.
 
This study has been approved by the institutional Review
 
Board of California State University, San Bernardino.
 
In this study you will be asked to visualize a recent
 
separation from your foster child of at least one hour. You
 
will then be given a questionnaire and asked to rate your
 
child's responses to the separation. This study requires
 
approximately 15 minutes to complete. There are no
 
foreseeable risks or discomforts to you. This study will
 
help researchers gain further understanding of foster
 
children's reactions to brief separations and will aid social
 
workers in addressing these behaviors.
 
Please be assured that any information you provide will
 
be held in strict confidence by the researchers and at no
 
time will your identity be revealed. All data will be
 
reported in group form only. Any questions that you have
 
about the study will be answered by the researchers named
 
above or by the researcher's supervisor. At the conclusion
 
of the study, you may receive a report of the results.
 
Please understand that your participation in this
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researcli is totally voluntary and you are free to withdraw at
 
any time during this study without penalty, and to remove any
 
data at any time during this study. Your participation or
 
non-participation in this study will in no way affect your
 
future roles as foster parents.
 
I acknowledge that l have been informed of, and
 
understand, the nature and purpose of this study, and I
 
freely consent to participate. I acknowledge that I am at
 
least 18 years of age.
 
Participant's Signature Date
 
Researcher's Signature Date
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 APPEKIDIX B
 
Tlie purpose of this study was to gain insights into the
 
attachment styles of foster children. The research question
 
under study was; Do foster children de-yelop secure or
 
insecure attachments to their foster parents? Separations
 
and reunions were studied in order to answer the larger
 
question concerning attachment.
 
While it is recognized that there are numerous variables
 
that effect attachment, some researchers have hypothesized
 
that foster children, due to their less than optimal past,
 
are at considerable risk of developing insecure attachments
 
to their foster parents and other significaut pepple in thei^^^
 
lives. Due to the lack of research in the area of foster
 
care and attachment, this study was conducted in an
 
exploratory nature and neither the causes or effects of
 
insecure attachment v/ere examined. However, the research
 
indicates that children who develop insecure attachments are
 
at risk for impaired development. It is hoped that, as a
 
result of this study, social workers will gain a better
 
understanding of the attachment styles of foster children and
 
will be able to focus their attention on increasing the
 
likelihood that foster children will develop secure
 
attachments to their foster parents.
 
One of the possible risks of participatihg in this study
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was that you might have viewed your foster child differently
 
and conseciuently acted differently toward him/her after you
 
completed the survey. This might have occurred because your
 
attention would have been drawn to the possibility of
 
separation anxiety in your foster child. However, this might
 
also have been a positive aspect if you became more
 
supportive of your foster child's needs because of your new
 
awareness.
 
If you have any questions regarding this study, would
 
like to obtain the general results of this study, or have
 
concerns about your participation in this study, please feel
 
free to contact Karen Kritzberger, Dawn Peria, or Dr.
 
Marjorie Hunt in the office of social work at (909) 880-5501.
 
If you have any questions or concerns about your foster
 
child's behavior, you may also contact your foster care
 
social worker. Finally, a resource guide has been provided
 
should you be interested in gaining more information on the
 
topic or should you have concerns that need to be addressed.
 
Due to the nature of the study, we ask that you not
 
reveal any information about the study to other foster
 
parents certified by Guadalupe Homes Foster Family Agency or
 
the Department of Public social Services, San Bernardino
 
County as this may bias the results of the study.
 
Resources:
 
Guadalupe Homes Foster Family Agency (909) 783-8015
 
Department of Public Social Services
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San Bernardino (909) 387-8972
 
Cal-State San Bernardino Counseling Center (909) 880-5040
 
Mental Health Services (800) 448-4663
 
Suggested Readings:
 
Bretherton, I. (1992). The origins of attachment theory:
 
John Bowlby and Mary Ainsworth. Deve1opmenta1
 
Psychology. Vol. 28. No. 5. 759-775.
 
Marcus, R. (1991). The attachments of children in foster
 
care. Genetic. Social, and General Psvcholoav
 
Monographs. 117 (4). 376-394.
 
Schneider, L. E. (1991). Attachment theory and research:
 
Review of the literature. Clinical Social Work Journal.
 
Vol. 19. Mo. 3. Fall. 251-266.
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APPENDIX C
 
Demographic Information
 
1. Sex.
 
1. Male
 
2. Female
 
2. Age.
 
3. Ethnicity.
 
1. Native American
 
2. Latino ^
 
3. African American ^
 
4. Asian
 
5. Caucasian
 
6. Other
 
4. Religious background.
 
1. Protestant
 
2. Catholic
 
3. Judaism
 
4. Other
 
5. No religion
 
5. Marital status.
 
1. Single
 
2. Married
 
3. Separated
 
4. Divorced
 
5. Widow
 
6. Are you employed?
 
1. Yes
 
2. No
 
7. How long? (in years)
 
8. Total family yearly income.
 
1. 0 - $20,000
 
2. $20,001 - $40,000
 
3. $40,001 - $60,000
 
4. $60,001 - $80,000
 
5. $80,001 - $100,000
 
9. The highest grade you have completed.
 
1. Less than high school
 
2. Some high school
 
3. High school graduate or GED
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4. Some college
 
5. College graduate
 
6. Masters or doctorate degree
 
IG. 	Foster child's age. _____
 
11. 	Foster child's sex.
 
■■ -1. : .-Male .
 
■ -■ .2/. t-Female- , ■ ■ ■ ■ "
 
12. 	 Foster child's ethnicity. ''f; ' - V.'-. ;-:
\l:.:, '^'J^tive;'Itoeri^can- r ; t r V'V- ' -'t 
■ 2^./-^^,^ljatino.. ■ 
3. African American
 
■ ■4. ,Asian.' - ' '
 
Sv. ' ■ ■ ■ ;Caucas'ian: .
 
Other:
 
13. 	 Foster child's religious bacfcgrbinid. > ; 
; 1. Protestant 
2. Catholic 
3. Judaism 
4. Other 
5. No religion 
14. 	 Foster child's highest completed grade. 
1. no education 
2. kindergarten 
3. First
 
4... ■ ■■"■ S'econd'
 
■ 5. 	 Third 
■, .t Fourth■■ ' 
7. ■ Fifth ■
 
. ' 8. Sixth
 
9. Seventh 
15. 	 Length of time that the foster child has been in the 
home (in months) . ___ ^ 
16. 	 What is the reason for the foster child's removal from 
their natural family? 
1. Physical Abuse
 
. 2. Sexual Abuse ;
 
3. Neglect 
4.^ 
5. Fositiye drug screen at birth 
17 . What is the number of previous foster care placements 
for the foster child? ' ' ' 
18. 	 Does the foster child have visitation with their natural 
family?
 
1. Yes
 
2. No
 
19. 	If yes; who do they visit with?
 
1. Mother
 
2. Father
 
3. Siblings
 
4. Extended family
 
20. 	How many other children are in the home?
 
21. 	If there are other children, how many are your natural
 
children?
 
22. 	If there are other children, how many are foster
 
children? _____
 
23. 	If there are other children, are any of these children
 
biological siblings of the foster child being studied?
 
1. Yes
 
2. NO
 
24. 	If there are other children, what are the ages of the
 
Other children?
 
25.
 
26.
 
27.
 
28.
 
29. 	What is your satisfaction with the foster child's
 
placement?
 
1. Happy
 
2. Unhappy
 
3. Unsure
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APPEMDIX D
 
Parent/ChiId Reunion Inventory
 
Parent completing form:
 
Foster Mother
 
Fostet Father
 
Other
 
Directions
 
The following is an attempt to gain information about
 
foster children's behavior at reunion with their foster
 
parents after typical, everyday separations. Please think
 
back to the most recent separations from your foster child
 
which lasted at least l hour and rate your child's responses.
 
Below you will find typical child reunion behaviors.
 
Separations and reunions might include the following: Child
 
is away at school, comes in the door and sees the foster
 
parent; the foster parent was at work and sees the child
 
playing outside as the foster parent comes up the walk.
 
Please rate the following behaviors of your foster
 
child:
 
Foster Child's Behavior 	 Rating (circle
 
1. 	Child seems relaxed Usually Occasionally Never
 
throughout reunion.
 
2. 	Child shows some pleasure Usually Occasionally Never
 
at being with the parent.
 
3. 	Child comes nearer to the Usually Occasionally Never
 
parent.
 
4. 	Child initiates positive Usually Occasionally Never
 
interaction with parent
 
(e.g., invites parent to
 
see what they are doing;
 
tells about their day,
 
etc.).
 
5. 	CliiId physically touches
 
the parent in an /
 
affectionate manner (kiss,
 
g, etc.)
 
6. 	Child reacts positively to
 
parent initiations
 
(regiuests, touches, etc
 
7. 	Child moves away from
 
parent.
 
8. 	Child stays away from
 
9. 	Child ignores presence or
 
words of parent.
 
10. 	Child gives an excuse or
 
explanation for being
 
unable to interact with the
 
parent (is looking for a
 
toy, busy with a toy).
 
11. 	Child continues to be
 
engaged with toys, other
 
lects or activities.
 
12. 	Child shows hostility
 
(e.g., by jabbing at parent
 
with a toy or making a
 
hurtful remark).
 
13. 	Child acts immaturely
 
(e.g., wriggling apprbach
 
to parent, lying across
 
parent's lap, using a
 
breathy, subtly fussing and
 
voice, etc.).
 
14. 	Child rejects the parent by
 
asking parent to leave the
 
room or saying "Don't
 
bother me."
 
15. 	Child makes humiliating or
 
embarrassing remarks to the
 
parent such as "You're
 
really clumsy" or "I told
 
you to keep quiet" etc.
 
Never 
Never 
Usually Occasionally Never 
Never 
Never 
Usually Never 
Never 
Never 
Never 
Never 
Usually Never 
16. Child shows extreme, 
nervous cheerfulness (e.g., 
jumping, skipping, clapping 
hands at parent return or 
"clowning" as though to 
cheer the parent). 
usually Occasionally Never 
17. Child asks parent to play 
in a "parental", eager or 
overprotective manner 
(e.g., "It's fun isn't it, 
mommy?", "Want to play with 
me, mommy?"). 
Never 
18. Child responds more like a 
spouse, as in a sexually 
playful manner. 
Never 
19. Child seems very sad or Never 
20. Child seems fearful of the 
parent. 
Usually Occasionally Never 
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